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I N T R O D U C T I O N 
The destruction potential that is present in the 
Indian Ocean today is an all time high. The weapons of mass 
destruction, that are being piled-up in and by the countries 
of this region has turned this area into an arc of crisis. 
Arms purchases, arms supplies, arms transfers and even a 
limited arms production has placed this region atop a veritable 
powder-keg. Perceptions of insecurity, questionable legiti-
macy of the rulling elite, intra-regional jelousies, scramble 
for control over the region's natural resources and a desire 
to safeguard international trade and commerce in this region 
have led to the amassing of weapons in this region. Infact 
what is nrore dangerous from the point of view of international 
peace and security is the potential of a direct conflict 
between the super powers. 
This study deals with Detente*s Collapse : Origin and 
Impact, Arms and development and .zurms proliferation (Airs aid, 
arms transfers and arms supplies). 
^^y^KxV q u. r > Z^/VA-^AP^ 
C H A P T E R I 
DETENTE*S COLLAPSE t ORIGIN AND IMPACT 
The Second Cold War may be said to have begun in 1978 
when the tension between the two super powers developed in a 
new shape although the SALT II in Vienna in June 1979 was 
signed. Brezezinski, President Carter's National Security 
Adviser in his book Power and Principle has recorded how in 
March 1978 Secretary of State Cyrus Vance had objected to any 
link being developed between the events in the Horn of Africa 
1 
and SALT process. Carter had initiated talks with the Soviet 
Union on the Indian Ocean issue and on conventional arms 
transfers to the third world, but these were called off in 
1978 signalling a distinct change in the policies. In his 
thinking, the Soviet Union was too weak economically and too 
unappealing politically for it to displace the United States 
in its leading role in international affairs, but this might 
be proved counter productive as some strategic advisers had 
2 
suggested. Henry Trofimenko, head of the department of U.S. 
1. Brezezinski in his book had advised the president to 
become a Truman first - Truman who launched the first 
Cold War. He has recognised that Carter came to office 
knowing nothing about foreign affairs. 
2. William Hyland, Kissinger's former deputy writing in the 
Strategic Review of fall 1979 has analysed the situation 
and manifestated the impact of China card on the Soviet 
Union. He has said that surveying the new atjreement the 
Soviets could easily perceive that one of the gaps in the 
'encirclement was the are that British used to call the 
northern tier* the string of Middle Eastern states runn-
ing from Turkey to Afghanistan. 
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foreign policy in the Institute of United States and Canadian 
Studies of the Soviet Academy of Science, wrote in the summer 
1981 Issue of Foreign Affairs: 
"The refusal of the Carter Administration to carry on 
a constructive American-Soviet dialogue (except in the sphere 
of strategic armaments) the theoretical ranking of relation-
ships with the U.S.S.R, as almost the last among the American 
foreign policy priorities, the effort to remove the Soviet 
Union from peaceful settlement of conflict situation even in 
regions that lie in the immediate vicinity of it's borders 
(recall the fate of the Joint Soviet American statement on 
the Middle East issued on October 2, 1977), the intensified 
build up of the U.S. Naval presence near the U.S.S.R.'s 
southern borders, the dragging on the SALT II ratification 
which was accompanied by an active drive to modernize American 
strategic weapons and NATO armaments, and finally the use of 
the 'China card' in the attempt to bring pressure to bear on 
the USSR - all these actions could not but affect Soviet 
assessment of the strategic situation. That is why the intro-
duction of a Limited Scwiet Troop contingent into Afghanistan 
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in December 1979 should be considered not only in the context 
of the Soviet aid to the revolutionary regime in that country 
at the letter's request, but also in a broader geo-political 
context, taking into account corresponding military moves by 
1 
the United States and China. 
Already China had moved away from the Soviet Union. 
Sadat of Egypt had distanced his country from the Soviet Union, 
The King of Saudi Arabia and Shah of Iran sitting on their 
•black gold' were exercising their power in favour of U.S.A. 
Due to this global back-ground, the policy makers of Washington 
thought that the U.S.S.R. would see its advantage in cooperat-
ing in the maintenance of status quo in the international 
system and this was the wrong assessment about their rival. 
The Soviets had no desire to play second fiddle to the U.S. 
if they could help it, after they had a status of equality in 
nuclear weapon power and with a seven-ocean blue-v/ater navy. 
The Soviet moves in Angola and Ethiopia, its action in South 
Yemen, its troops in Afghanistan and its help to Idi Amin of 
Uganda were in accordance with its search for the status of a 
1. Quoted from K.Subrahmanyam's The Second Cold War, ABC 
Publishing House, New Delhi, 1983, p.4. 
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leading power in World politics. Now the armament issue 
became a major issue in supper power relations because a number 
of weapon technologies which were under development reached 
a stage when they could be converted into deployable weapons. 
The new cold war was to be persued entirely by the two supper 
powers and the nuclear arms race started in its true sense 
while the first cold war was shared equally by the alliance 
partners and the stress there was on quantitative build up of 
conventional war. Nuclear weapon build up was not really an 
issue there. Here, in the second one, the race also was in 
the sophisticated conventional weaponary. 
The international system is not greatly changed. Germany 
and Japan are the main challengers of the U.S.A. in economy 
and technology. Europe and Japan are demonstrating their 
alliance with the U.S.A. The developing world has been deco-
lonized and most of the newly liberated countries have adopted 
non-alignment as their foreign policy. No one or tv;o super 
powers can manage the international system. The history tells 
that in international system every nation has to adjust to 
the continually changing dynamics of the system. Of course, 
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the United States will not easily give up its armament compe-
tition and enter into constructive competition. Likewise is 
the rigidity of the Soviet system, its inability to adjust to 
modern technology and the linkage between the Soviet domestic 
set up and its need for armaments. But the peaceful co-
existence and cooperative system is necessary and it envisages 
continuous mutual penetration and consequent adaptation among 
nations to enable orderly revolution of the international 
system. The second cold war would be fought especially in the 
third world, and the rivalry between the two super powers 
has tended to focus on the non-aligned countries. The deve-
loping nations have acquired political and legal control over 
natural resources v;ithin their territories. The Soviet support 
to Angole-Mozambique and Ethopia regime, the coup in South 
Yemen and the troops in Afghanistan are seen by the Americans 
as a prelude to closing in on Saudi Arabia and controlling the 
Babal Mandeb Waterway. Now, the votes of these countries count 
in the United Nations. The Second Cold War tends to divide 
the non-aligned into those leaning toward the U.S.A. and some 
others leaning towards the Soviet Union. Oil rich Saudi Arabia 
received the most sophisticated arms from U.S.A. Marxist 
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South Yemen from Soviet Union and other Warsaw Pact states 
and Cuba, Iran-Iraq are at conflict with each other and are 
receiving arms only through the allies of the super powers, 
The European nations, especially France and Britain, have also 
been major arms suppliers to the 3ulf, West Europeans appa-
rently believe that any external threat to the Gulf region is 
best countered by bolstering the defence capabilities of the 
1 
Gulf countries themselves, 
Due to the sustained American policy of arming Israel, 
the conflict and tensions in West Asia - especially U.S. arms 
supply to Egypt, Soviet-Syrian strategic ties, the Lebanese 
crises, 'West Asia is always on the mouth of a volcano. The 
Arab countries are divided between the two blocks and are in 
no position to challenge Israel, In the Horn of Africa detente 
seem to have withered away judging by the U,S, reaction to the 
Soviet intervention, 
The under developed countries as a whole are likely to 
be turbulent in their foreseable feature, because of the impact 
of the developmental process and rising expectations. Also,the 
1, Raj Chrislopher S,, The Second Cold War, op.cit., p.76, 
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divisiveness within developing countries provides enormous 
opportunities for the great powers to manipulate the polity 
of many of them. This explains why in the non-aligned move-
ment some developing countries side with one or the other 
super power and act as advocates of its views within the 
1 
movema:it, 
This new Cold War has also greatly contributed to the 
economic difficulties of the super pov;ers and adversely affected 
the international economy. The high defence spending has 
resulted in high interest rates which in its train has brought 
in numerous economic difficulties, 
ARMS RACE IN THE THIRD WORLD 
The Second Cold War has created a situation in which 
arms build up in the developing countries has acquired alarming 
dimensions. Arms races are intense competitions between opposed 
powers or groups of powers, each trying to achieve an advantage 
in military power by increasing the quantity or improving the 
2 
quality of its armaments or armed forces. The arms build up 
1, Subrahmanyam, K., op,cit,, pp. 180-181. 
2, Hedley Bull, The Control of the Arms Race ; Disarmament 
and Arms Control in the Missile Age, New York, 1965, 
Second Edition, p,5. 
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may be regarded as something like military build up, where in 
both the phenomena of arms races and arms transfers are 
included along with other aspects of military strength. In 
brief the terms stands for all that constitute the coercive 
capacity and military might of the state both in terms of 
external manifestations in the form of foreign and strategic 
policies and its domestic uses as instruments of maintaining 
1 
law and other as also of perpetuating terror and repression. 
That is why Samuel Huntington in his study siid that 'Talking 
2 
of arms race is talking of matters of degree.' 
The arms trade with the third world has been increasing 
at a rate even faster than the growth of para military forces. 
According to the latest available estimate more than 70 per cent 
3 
of the global arms trade is with the third world. All these 
weapons were provided mainly by the five nuclear powers and 
Italy. Arms trade within the third world constituted only 2 
per cent of the world's total trade. ^ 
1, Muni, S.D., Arms-Build-up in the Third World in Raj an M.S., 
Ganguly, Shirazi, Great Power Relations : World Order and 
the Third World, Vikas Publishing Housing, Delhi,1981,p.240, 
2, Samuel P.Huntington, "Arms Races, Prereguisites and Results" 
in C.j.Friedrick and S.E.Harris (ed.) Public Policy,1958. 
Cambridge, pp. 41-86, 
3, Sipri Year Book 1979 (Stockholm 1979) quoted from Raja 
op,cit., p.243. 
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The factors that have been causing arms race may be 
summarized into two. Oil wealth has played an important role 
particularly in the cases of Iran, Saudi Arabia, Iraq and 
Libiya in facilitating the acquisition of huge quantities 
and high quality of weapons. But the main cause rests with 
the Great Powers, by a combination of their respective exter-
nal and domestic interests in the third world. It is a estab-
lished fact that the Great Powers have sought to protect their 
strategic and economic interests through supply of weapons. 
Ali Mazrki has pointed out so forcefully. There has certainly 
been a change from the old days of Pax-Britannica whereas the 
old imperial motto was "Disarm the natives and rule", the new 
imperial cunning has translated it into "Arm the natives and 
consolidate dependency". While the British and the French 
once regarded it «s important to stop "tribal Warfare", they 
now regard it as profitable to modernize "Tribal Warfare 
1 
with lethal weapons," 
To quote Sisir Gupta, 'The very stability of the global 
power balance and the determination of the Great Powers to 
avoid a confrontation make them prone to seek lower levels 
1. Ali A.Mazrui, "The Barrel of the Gun and the Barrel of 
the Oil", Alternatives,New Delhi,V.3,No.4 May 1978,p.474, 
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of conflict and less dangerous ways of conducting their rival-
ries, which in effect, means a concerted attempt to confine 
their conflicts to problems that impinge on them less directly 
and to localize then in such areas as are far removed from the 
areas where their vital interests are involved. To fight out 
their battles in the Third World is one way of ensuring that 
their own worlds are not touched by their conflicts and that 
they retain a greater measure of option to escalate and de-
escalate their conflicts according to the needs of their 
1 
relationships, 
Regional conflicts in the Third World provide an oppor-
tunity for Great Powers who also happen to be the major arms 
manufacturers and suppliers around the world to sell as well 
as test their weapon systems. This supply of arms reinforces 
the structure of dependency within the international system by 
forcing developing countries and their increasingly nervous 
elites to sink even deeper into the whilpool of economic and 
2 
military dependence upon the Great Powers. 
1, Sisir Gupta, 'Great Power Relations, World Order and the 
Third World' Foreign Affairs Reports, New Delhi, V.27, 
Nos. 7-8 July-Aug. 1978, p.134. 
2. Ayoob, Mohammad 'Conflict and Intervention, Great Powers 
and the Third World" in Raj an and Gonguly, op.cit.,p.108. 
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COERSIVE DIPLOMACY AND BIG POWERS 
The style content and Instruments of the foreign policy 
of one state towards another are determined by its diplomatic 
relations with that state. If the relations between those 
governments are good the diplomates of each adopt instrument 
of policy that reflect this atmosphere of cordiality. Positive 
instniments of diplomacy involve goodwill gestures and pro-
paganda emphasizing the strong relations between the two govern-
ments and their peoples. There are a number of economic rewards 
that governments can bestow upon a friendly one such as foreign 
aid (military and econanic) through grants, loans and low-
priced sales* technical assistance* co-operative economic* 
social and scientific projects and exchanges of students* 
scientists and other elites. When relations between the two 
worsen* diplomatic exchanges stiffen proportionately. Goodwill 
gestures cease and diplomatic speeches and actions begin to 
reflect disappointment with the »bad* government that is 
differentiated from the 'good* people. Propaganda services 
now shift into high gear. A climate of suspicion designed to 
influence the people and especially the opposition groups within 
the hosts state and to isolate and eventually topple its errant 
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government Is methodically cultivated. Benign economic 
measures are discontinued. In the economic sphere, it may 
increase tarrifs, impose import and export quotas, institute 
selective or general trade embargoes and boycotts, freeze 
payments o£ outstanding loans, concealed planned investments, 
or induce other countries to Join in an economic squeeze. 
The more the climate of hostility grows, the more their 
diplomats shed cooperative styles and adopt the role of propa-
gandists, agitators, plotters and verbal warriors. Just before 
diplomacy yields to war, nation states suspend diplomatic 
relations, withdraw their diplomatic missions, air their con-
troversy before world organizations such as the United Nations, 
enter into offensive and defensive all alliances against the 
hostile nation-state and begin to mobilize economically and 
1 
militarily for possible war. 
The big powers usually in dealing with the developing 
countries change their rules and regulations. All the tech-
niques of diplomacy seem to be of little use. They utilize 
1. Conlsum Bis, A. Theodore and Wolfe H.James, Introduction to 
International Relations« Power and Justice, New Delhi, 
Prentice Hall of India P.Ltd., 1981, p.122. 
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modem techniques of military, political and psychological 
power to expand th ir dominloni to gain control of other 
states and to subvert other regimes. They invoke strange doc-
trines of racial superiority, mysticism, materialism and 
militarism in furtherence of their ends. They use diplomacy 
as an instrument of national policy, but in doing so they 
regulate its language and its practice. Diplomate are agents 
of conquest, double dealing and espionage, whose business is 
not to work for peaceful international relations but to provoke 
dissension rather than understanding - to make the leaders 
and peoples of other nations weak and blind and divided in 
the face of growing totalitarian menace. Now the object of 
diplomacy of these powers in the words of Lord Vansiltart, 
1 
"is thoroughly calculated to create and maintain bad relations." 
A CASE STUDY OF MIDDLE EAST 
Itie Middle East is the world's most volatile flash-
point. If any regional conflict has the potential of sparking 
off a super power confront rat ion, it is thecentury old dis-
£>ute between the Jews and their Aj^b neighbours. 
1. l^e Decline of Diplomacy, in Foreign Affairs* V.28 
January 1950, p.179. 
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The chief strategic interest of the super powers in the 
Middle East is the protection of the oil supply and the ability 
to prevent the others from disrupting it. To that end, the 
United States under-writes Israel's economy and supplies its 
army. Under the terms of the strategic cooperation agreement 
between the two countries, Israel could be used as a U.S.A. 
staging point for any Middle East military operation. 
The Soviet military support for Syria goes even further. 
The Russians have supplied to the Syrian array since the 1982 
Leberation War, to the point of stationing advanced missle 
systems in Syria that were previously deployed only in the 
Eastern block. The systems are manned and operated by Soviet 
military advisers. 
Israel is widely believed to have a small arsenal of 
nuclear weapons, while a sizeable number of the missiles in 
Syria can carry both conventional and nuclear war-heads. The 
danger of a nuclear clash in the region was illustrated in 
1973, when President Richard Nixon put American forces on 
world wide alert in response to indications that Moscow was 
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preparing to send troops and nuclear weapons to Syria. 
Since Israel's withdrawal from the Baka's Valley in 
Eastern Lebenon its array has dug in on the Golan Heights facing 
the Syrians. The presence of two large antiies in an area as 
small as the Golan has Increased tension. Israeli officials 
fear that war could break out on the Golan almost by accident 
with a minor skirmish growing into an all out battle, 
The Israelies also believe also that the Syrian President 
Hafiz Asad^ is capable of launching an attack on the Golan to 
deflect attention from the political instability in his own 
1 
country. 
The United States has dominated Middle East diplomacy 
from most of the past decade. The last time the Soviet Union 
was formally involved was when it co-chaired the abortive 
Geneva Conference in 1973. Since then the U.S.A. has gone on 
to mediate the 1979 peace treaty between Israel and Egypt and 
establish itself as a central arbitrator in the tentative 
peace moves between Israel and Jordan. 
1. Richard Jervis, The Middle East (1980), p. 205. 
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The United States has dominated Middle East diplomacy 
from most of the past decade. The last time the Soviet Union 
was formally involved was when it co-chaired the abortive 
Geneva Conference in 1973. Since then the U.S.A. has gone on 
to mediate the 1979 peace treaty between Israel and Egypt and 
establish itself as a central arbitrator in the tentative peace 
moves between Israel and Jordan. 
The Soviet Union, whose chief cliant states are Iraq 
and Syria, has been hampered by the former's involvement in 
its war with Iran and the letter's adament refusal to contem-
plate peace with Israel. Lately, however there have been 
vegue signs of a Syrian willingness to moderate its position 
and a Soviet preparedness to make diplomatic concession in 
1 
order to get a foot in the peace parleys. 
Israeli officials regard the recent reapproachment 
between Syrian and pro-Western Jordan as the most positive 
development in the region in years. Israeli Prime Minister 
cleared the way for Soviet participation in the peace process 
when he told the United Nations general assembly that Israel 
1. Richard Jervis, The Middle East (1980), p. 227. 
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was tenable to international support for the peace talk. The 
price however would be the re-establishment of diplomatic ties 
between Israel and the Soviet Union and a Soviet commitment to 
allow the emigration of Soviet jews to Israel. 
In a secret message delivered to the Kremlen by World 
Jewish Council Chairman Edger Bronfman in September, Israel 
reportedly deferred Israel's willingness to relinquish parts 
of the Golan heights, which were captured from Syria in 1967, 
THE CASE OF GULF 
The Gulf is one of the five areas of the World where 
the two super powers back the same side in a war, in this case, 
Iraq. So although the war was the most bloody in the recent 
times (some estimates say 500,000 had died) it was unlikely 
to trigger a super power conflict. TT^ e Soviet Union was Iraq's 
main backer providing aircraft, ground equipment and military 
advisers. Ihe hardwares allowed Iraq to maintain its military 
superiority over Iran. 
At present American aid consists largely of food and 
development loans for the economy, but there are reports of 
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some civilian helicopters and heavy transporters being sold, 
The one circumstance that could lead to a super power conflict 
in the Gulf could have arisen if the Iranians had tried to 
block the straits of Hurnniz, as a retaliation for Iraqi 
attacks on their oil installations. The American had said that 
if the Iranians did this they would intervene to maintain 
freedom of navigation in the C3ulf, In theory, the Russians 
might have objected. In practice however a clash was unlikely. 
First, few experts believed the Iranians could have block 
aded the strats. Secondly, reports had suggested that the 
Russians had told the Americans that they would not be unduly 
angry if the Americans did intervene, 
FAILURE OF UNITED NATIONS TO MAINTAIN PEACE AND SECURITY 
The United Nations has been charged with responsibi-
lities for the maintenance of International peace and security. 
According to article I of the Charter it is expected to take 
effective collective measures for the prevention and removal 
of threats to the peace, and for the suppression of acts of 
aggression or other breaches of the peace, and to bring about 
by lawful means, and in confirmity with the principles of 
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justice and International law, adjustment or settlement of 
international disputes or situations which might lead to a 
breach of the peace." The U.N. also has great responsibili-
ties in dealing with what are called "security problems." These 
relate not to one state's charges of aggression or other 
misconduct against another state but to the U.N.'s objection 
to promote conditions of general security so that breaches of 
peace by any state will become less likely^ and so that effec-
tive sanctions can be invoked if breaches do occur. More 
particularly, its responsibilities pertain to the performances 
of three specifically assigned security duties: 
(1) the placing of military forces at its disposal 
(2) the regulations of armaments, and 
(3) the International control of atomic energy. 
The scholars admit that though the United Nations has 
relieved tensions, to some extent, in many crucial situations, 
yet every one must admit the fact that U.N. has failed to 
1 
settle a single dispute brought before it. They are of the 
I. Palmer, Norman D.and Perkins Howard C, International 
Relations, Ttie World Community in Transition, Calcutta 
Scientific Book Agency 1973 p.354, See also Goodrich, 
Leyand M. and Anne P. Simons, The United Nations and the 
Maintenance of International Peace and Security* Washington, 
Contd 
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opinion that the roots of the failure lie deeply embedded 
In nationalism, sovereignty and nation-state psychology and 
1 
the perversities of the human race. 
After many experiences, it seems doubtful that U.N,would 
ever again be able to \indertake another major peace keeping 
operation. The U.N. can never contribute, due to big powers 
rivalries and direct military and economic efforts to k«ep the 
peace and contribute to nation-building activities. In the 
Cyprus crisis the Secretairy-General could play a limited role, 
After December 1963 tension between Greek and Turkish Cypriots 
accelerated alarmingly and in turn seriously strained relations 
between Greek and Turkey, two NATO allies. On Feburary 15,1964 
when representatives of Greece, Turkey the two Cypriots commu-
nities and the United Kingdom (which had controlled Cyprus as 
a crown colony from 1925 to 1960) failed to reach agreement 
at a conference in Lebanon, the United Kingdom and Cyprus 
brought the issue before the Security Council. On March 4, the 
(Continued from the previous page) 
D.C, The Kings Institution 1955 Goodopeed, Stephen S., 
The Nature and Function of International Organization, 
New York, Oxford University Press 1959 and Gordenker, 
Leon., The U.N.Secretary-General and the Maintenance of 
Peace, New York, Columbia University Press 1967. 
1, Palmer, Norman D., Perkins Howard C,, op.cit., p.356. 
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Council reconnraended the establishment of a peace keeping force 
and the appointment of a mediator. Mindful of the Congro 
experience, the Council suggested that all the costs be met 
by states providing contingents, by the Government of Cyprus 
and by voluntary contributions. In April the U.N. force under 
an Indian General who reported directly to the Secretary General, 
relieved the British troops on Cyprus. Because of Its limited 
authority, U.N. force was unable to stop the fighting to dis-
cern the irregulator forces, 
After the Cyprus House of Representatives passed a bill 
providing for conscription on June 1, Turkey threatened to 
Invade the Island. A further complication was Introduced by 
the return to Cyprus of the leader of the Oreak Cypriots in 
their revolt against the British in the 1950*s, whose staunch 
advocacy of the union with Greece brought him into conflict with 
President Makaries. In early August, when Turkish jet fighters 
carried out air strikes against Greek Cyprlot forces, Greece 
warned that unless the air strikes were stopped Immediately, 
Greece would assist Cyprus" by all the military means available 
to it." The Government of Cyprus protested to the Security 
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Council/ which called for an immediate cease-fire and the 
cooperation of all concerned in the restoration of peace. 
Reprimanded by Greece for undertaking military operations with-
out obtaining Greece's consent. President Makarios appealed 
to the Soviet Union for help apparently without much success, 
All kinds of plans and proposals for solving the Cyprus 
question have been advanced but none has been acceptable to 
1 
both Greek and Turkish Cypriots and their supporters. 
The same situation is with the Balkan (1946-47), 
Indonesia (1947-49) Lebnon (1958), Yemen (1963-64) and the 
recent Iran-Iraq war and Soviet troops in Afghanistan. "The 
United Nations has definitely failed to keep international 
peace and security and to resolve the disputes due to the big 
Powers involvements. 
INTERNATIONAL TERRORISM 
International terrorism has become a stark fact of 
modern life. Recent data indicate that in 1981 more than 2500 
1. Ibid., pp. 342-343. 
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terrorist Incidents occured world wide. Including at least 600 
1 
assassinations, 960 bombings and 825 facility attacks, 
Since 1970 politically inspired terrorist violence has 
attracted ever increasing attention as it has grown in frequency 
and pervasiveness. Terrorism apparently not only is becoming 
psychologically accepted as an anticipated - indeed some would 
2 
argue practically as inevitable facet of the international 
political process; it also is being actively legitimized as 
policy instrument to intimediate government and to influence 
3 
public opinion, 
Terrorism may be generally condemned, but there are 
ambiguous and ambivalent policies towards particular groups 
and situations, perpetrators and victims. In fact the relation-
ship between governments and terrorist is not simply one of 
1. This data is extrapotated from "Statistics Terrorism, 
January-September 1981, by Risk International Reprinted 
In Terrorism, V.5 No.4, 1982, pp. 371-372, 
2. See e.g. Chaire Sterling, The Terror Network ; The Secret 
War of International Terrorism, New York, Holt Rinehart 
Winston 1981. 
3. Joyner, Christopher C., "Offshore Maritine Terrorism 
International Implications and the Legal Response in 
Strategic Digest. Delhi, March 1984, p.208. 
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conflicts between terrorists and the authority. Sometimes, 
Governments have simultaneously tolerated, combated, fermented, 
supplied and exploited terrorists groups. Beneath the rhetoric 
of moral outrage is a labyrinth of seeret wars, deals, direct 
1 
action and deliberate inaction. 
It is a matter of great wonder that the United Nations 
has not managed to agree even on common definition. Most states 
have remained unwilling to apply strict legal sanction against 
international terrorism. Many of the Third World countries 
have a sympathetic attitude towards the political aspirations 
and objectives of groups which apply terrorism. Many of newly 
independent states have achieved their independence by using 
terrorism against colonialism. Por entirely different reasons 
even the countries in the 'First Two Worlds* are disinclined 
to commit themselves to clear sanctions against the terrorists, 
They may be inhibited by political or commercial considerations 
and may not want to offend those governments who support or 
are synpothetic to terrorism. That is why it is true to say 
that "real damage is not done at the scene of crime but it is 
1, B.M.Tenkins, New Mode of Conflict, Orbis, 1984, 
28 (i) p.24, 
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1 
usually not taken into consideration." According to a scholar, 
the failure of the International Connrminity to act in concert 
(particularly of the Western Democratic nations which on the 
surface would appear to be more motivated to work together to 
fight what their rhetoric says is a common enemy) and the 
instances of backsliding when confronted with actual incidents 
of terrorism (due to economic considerations, difference over 
tactics, fear or sympathy with the cause if not the methods, 
of some groups) all serve to ensure that terrorism will continue 
to escalate even in the face of a hardline approach by some 
2 
states.• 
Some essential principles of a tough line response to 
international terrorism would include, (i) Having a political 
will to uphold the rule of law to protect the innocent and 
defeat terrorism. Without this, all treaties and concentious 
are not worth the paper they are written on; (ii) Treating 
terrorist act as common crimes every where. Apprehended 
1, Akhtar Majeed, Tackling International Terrorism Strategic 
Studies Journgl (Aligarh),Vol.1, No.I,January 1988, p,98. 
2, Grant Wardlaw, Policy Dilemmas in Responding to Inter-
national Terrorism, The Australian Quarterly, Spring 1986, 
p.281. 
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terrorists should be either brought to trial and awarded appro-
priate punishment under the judicial code or extradited to 
their country of origin. There should be no political excep-
tions or government connience at terrorist escapes; (iii) 
Following a firm policy of refusing to acceed to terrorist 
demands, especially for the release of imprisoned terrorists; 
(iv) destroying the myth of terrorism by telling the truth 
about it that terrorism is sheer bloody murder, and all those 
who condone or glamourize and encourage it are aiding and 
1 
abetting the mufder and maiming of the Inncents. 
The role of Che mass media In providing instant,Intense 
and wide-ranging attention to acts of terrorism has to be care 
fully evaluated. Media coverage of violence results in the 
exportation of violent techniques triggering similar extreme 
actions by other groups. The freedom of press must not be 
2 
abused and exploited by the terrorists for publicity. 
Thus the wide spread international support to eliminate 
terrorism is necessary. Terrorism should be defined but not 
1. Paul Wilclnson, Terrorism, The International Response, 
The World Today, January 1978, p.13, 
2. Akhtar Majeed, op.clt.. pp. 105-108, 
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on the bases of ideological or political interests. To single 
out some sponsors of international terrorism while remaining 
silait on others would be to expose the entire effort to the 
suspicion of being purely politically motivated and hypocri-
tical. Thus, to be effective, we must formulate a more res-
tricted definition of a state that aids international terrorism 
and carefully raarshall evidence to support any actions against 
1 
those who should have sanctioned imposed on them. 
NATURE OF NORTH-SOUTH CONFLICT 
The economic system which emerged in the post World 
War II period was based on confrontation between two super 
powers. In the East the Soviet Union imposed a coranrtunist 
international economic system based on the principle of socia-
list commonwealth. The members of the socialist commonwealth 
were economically isolated from the west and become dependent 
on the Soviet Union. In the West an economic system based on 
liberal principles of free trade and free capital movements was 
created with USA occupying a dominent position in the system, 
The Third World countries in the main continued to be part of 
1. B.M.Jenkins, Combating Terrorism^ Some Policy Implications 
(1981), p.4. 
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the Western economic system on account of old links with the 
imperial powers. 
The North South System is concerned with relationship 
between the developed market economies and the less developed 
economies of countries of Africa, Asia and Latin America. Ttie 
southern countries are dependent on the North for a number of 
things. Firstly, they are greatly dependent upon them for 
trade because a large number of their gross national products 
come from trade with the North, Secondly, they are dependent 
for investments due to lack of adequate resources. Thirdly, 
money problen is also very important. Often the currency of 
dependent countries of South are unliked with the currences of 
dorainent Northern countries which enables the latter to 
influence the internal as well as the external monetary policy 
of these countries. Fourthly, aid is also used as an instru-
ment by the North to manage and manipulate decisions from 
outside. 
In this situation, due to a number of unofficial and 
official conferences held, and high sounding declarations of 
principles and policies, not much has been achieved. There 
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seems to have been some change in the attitude of fhe North, 
They have accepted the concept of New International Economic 
Order (NIEO) but have refused several other demands. They do 
not yet seem to recognize (1) that the existing system through 
trade barriers, limited access to technology and capital and 
inadequate monetary and financial arrangements is discriminatory 
against the weakest members of the international community; 
(2) that the developing countries have a right to participate 
in the world economic system without losing control over their 
natural resources or their freedom to follow their own priori-
ties or policies, and (3) that this can be brought about only 
through (a) a gradual restructuring of international institutions 
and (b) a reorientation of policies governing relations between 
1 
developed and developing nations, 
The North-South dialogue seems to have reached a stale-
mate to day. The developed countries headed by the United States 
are reluctant to change, which partly comes out of their lack 
of understanding of the advantages that would occur to them if 
they are prepared for developing a greater, and a genuine, 
inter-dependence between themselves and the countries of the 
1, Verma, S.P., The North-South Dialogue, The Present Phase, 
in Rajan, M.D. and Ganguly Shivaji, OP.cit., p, 210. 
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South. In addition to this, a number of developing countries 
are insisting that the activities of trans: ational enterprises, 
through which developed countries received raw materials from 
the developing countries ought to be brought under greater con-
trol. The result in the case of the industrialized countries 
refusing to do has been that the governments in several develop-
ing countries have in recent years moved to the Left, thus 
adding an element of Cold War psychology, which has led to a 
1 
worsening of the North-South relations, 
It is necessary to understanding that the confrontation 
between the North and South can be dangerous to both. Because 
the development of the developing countries can become the 
'engine* for future world economic growth, just as the planned 
recovery of the European countries and the establishment after 
World War II of the Bretenwoods system of financial institu-
tions became the 'engine* of the unprecedented global economic 
2 
progress that took place in the 1950s and 1960s. 
1. Ibid., p. 211. 
2. John W.Rewell, "Can the Rich Prosper without the Progress 
of the Poor"? International Devej.opment Review, Vol.20, 
No.2, p. 20. 
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PROBLEMS OF DEVELOPMENT IN THE THIRD WORLD 
The arms race is a globally integrated phenomenon, but 
in the developing countries the sense of insecurity is directly 
related to the tension created by the confrontation and the 
crisis built up among the great powers. With the conclusion 
of the Helsinki Pinal Act, the main focus of the confrontation 
and the Cold War has shifted from Central Europe to the deve-
loping world, perticularly the Indian Ocean littoral. The 
Helsinki accord laid down certain ground rules in Europe, and 
the European nations have developed a certain vested interest 
in detente, especially in trade. The risks of nuclear escala-
tion, in a situation of more balanced and systematic nuclear 
capability in Europe are better understood and, therefore, 
the Cold War is being waged more intensively and extensively 
1 
in the developing world. The arms purchases of developing 
countries are largely due to a sense of insecurity which they 
have because of the interventionism of great powers, and the 
selective supplies of arms to certain developing countries 
used as an instrumentality of intervention vis-a-vis certain 
other target countries, 
1, Subrahraanyam, K., The Second Cold War, pp. 175-176. 
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The regional conflict in the Third World are due to 
great powers intervention directly or through their agents. 
They have been, to a great extent, responsible in substantial 
measure for the existence of regional conflict in the Third 
World today and quite often possibly more than the regional 
actors themselves. These conflict prone situations have been 
deliberately created and encouraged by the dominant powers both 
during colonial times and currently in order to keep the third 
world divided and, therefore, weak. To quote Sisir Guptaj 
"Although the relations between the super powers have been 
stabilized, there has been a perceptible rise in the level of 
permissibility of chaos , conflict and violence in those 
regions of the world which are periphered for the purpose of 
the control balance. The evident fact that conflict and 
clashes among the states of these regions provide the great 
powers with a high degree of coverage on them and a great 
opportunity to increase their influence over the parties in 
such a conflict must be appearing to them as a matter of some 
advantage, though as status quo states they cannot but be 
interested in maintaining a minimum degree of stability even 
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1 
in the remote regions of the world. •• 
To conclude, we may asses that not only are the roots 
of regional conflicts In the Third World today traceable in 
substantial tueasure to the acts of omissions and commission 
performed by the European colonial powers, but that during 
and after the period of former decolonization they have been 
exacerbated by the policies, strategies and activities of 
those who currently hold great and perticularly super power 
2 
status. 
1. Sisir Gupta, 'Great Power Relations, World Order and the 
Third World* Foreign Affairs Reports, Vol.27 Nos. 7-8, 
July-August 1978, p, 135. 
2, Mohd. Ayyub, op.cit., pp. 251-252. 
C H A P T E R II 
ARMS AND DEVELOPMENT 
Armaments do not present just a threat of outbreak of 
world war but It is also a slow poison to the economic as well 
as political development of the mankind. Very early Francis, 
w. Hirst in his book "Armament : The race and the crisis'* had 
explained the effect of acquisition of arras over the economy 
1 
of the countries involved. The League of Nations also brought 
the facts indicating that the economic development is adversely 
affected from the rapid growth of arms acquisition. Now 
scholars have begun to pay attention to this area. But very 
recently, the consequences of arms proliferation on the politi-
cal as well as socio-economic development have received good 
attention and in the tenth session of the U.N, General Assembly 
2 
it was highlighted. Various academic institutions and official, 
3 
non-official organizations have followed such efforts. By 
these various efforts the conclousness of spread and growth 
of arms got a sharp focus on the connection between disarmament 
1. Francis, W.Hirst, Armament i The Race and the Crisis» 
London, 1937. 
2. Resolution No. A/RES/S-10/2, U.N. General Ass«nbly, 
13 July 1978. 
3. Stockhalm International Peace Research Institute (SIPRI), 
Sweden; Arms control and disarmament agency (ACDA) , U.S,» 
The international Institute for Strategic Studies (IISS), 
London? International Peace Research Institute, 
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and socio-economic, political development of world people: 
What effective and concrete steps will be taken in this way 
and how they will get their line of action. Regarding the 
problems of the relation between arms build up and development 
three statements can be put forwarded. In other words the 
problem can be approached in three mutual exclusive ways: 
1. That there is no connection or necessary relation 
between arras build-up and development, both of them 
being mutually unrelated spheres. 
2. That there is a negative cdnnection between arms build-
up and development, meaning thereby that arms build-up 
retard the development process. 
3. That there is positive connection between arins build-
up and development, which means that arms build-up 
increase the pace of development process, 
First statement does not seem tenable because arms 
build-up and development both need some human and material 
resources and both of them certainly have social, economic 
and 8>olitical consequences. Apart from this, imperical and 
logical support for the second and third goes against the 
claims of first. Whatever little we possess which support 
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the last two are enough to reject the possibility of first 
statement, Jonathan Steinberg has argued accordingly in his 
book "Yestftrday*s Deterrant" concerning the arms proliferation: 
"An arms race is, afterall, an immense social, political, 
legal and economic process. It's influences penetrate every 
comer of the societies involved and attendant manifestations 
are simply too complex to fit the standard categorization of 
historical analysis. Even if the subject of analysis is only 
one of participabts in such a race the numbers of elements 
in that nation's social, cultural, economic and religious 
traditions which significantly affect the course of the arras 
1 
race is very large." 
The last two statements have had many proponants. At 
present most of the debate on the subject of arms build-up 
fluctuates between these two. If we take a bird's eye view 
through the claims and counter claims made by the two warring 
groups, it becomes clear that all sort of presumptions, pre-
determined approaches, intutive judgements, biases and pre-
judices, both intellectual and ideological have contributed 
1. Jonathan Steinberg, Yesterday's Deterrant, 
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substantially in this debate. The polemical nature of the 
debate stands testimony to the fact that extremism has led to 
this over emphasis without any substantial evidence supporting 
the stands of the two approaches. 
The terra development has a colonial root which makes 
the issue vague and confusing. Problems of Third World cannot 
be understood in terms of historical evaluation without evolv-
ing the ways to tackle the problem of backwardness. Third 
world is a child of colonialism but it also has got an inde-
pendent and historical existance spread over thousands of years. 
The development of the west is a product of Renaissance and 
Industrial revolution which occurded in recent past. Third 
World has to be understood differently keeping in view it's 
historical reality, 
Concept of modernization and development are methodolo-
gical assumptions and therefore have a western bias. It is 
wrongly assvuned that development can only be achieved through 
blind aping of western experience and culture. There is a gulf 
of difference between theories and actual reality of the Third 
World. Therefore, theories and concepts were modified to adjust 
- 38 -
the process of uncertain development in the Third World, although 
an effective strategy for an overall development Is yet to come. 
Unwillingly, agriculture and small industry has recently been 
accepted to achieved the goal of development in the Third 
World, The slogan "Small is beautiful" represents the defeat 
of western model for the Third World, U,N.O. and the World 
Bank initially adopted dominant western models but now changes 
are in the way. So far both the strategies have been dis-
appointing. 
Marxists have done slightly better in understanding the 
question of development in the Ttiird World. Karl Marx recog-
nized "Asiatic pattern of production." But his followers failed 
to appreciate the significance of it, Marxists became trapped 
in the abyss of their methodology and conceptualization. They 
raised the slogan of revolution to achieve socialism. Unfor-
tunately they were forced to believe that methodologically 
socialism will be preceeded by the capitalism in the Third 
World. It was a dilemma because they are against capitalism 
but capitalism leads to socialism. Soviet scholars took the 
help of another concept " Non-captallstic path of develop-
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ment" where development was assumed to come without caplta-
1 
lism, although it is heritical to believe so in terms of 
2 
marxism. 
Marxist frame work also used the concept of dependency. 
Dependency is rooted under development. Unequal and imbalanced 
development is due to the capitalist exploitation generating 
dependency. Itiis dependency perpetuates under-development. 
This analysis appears to explain colonialism and it's conse-
quences for the Third World but it fails to provide any mean-
ing of development. According to this approach balanced deve-
lopment can only came through independence, autonomy and non-
dependency. Although limited, this approach is helpful in 
providing precious Insights, 
In the developing countries, those who have better 
industries and technology and feeling global pressure in connec-
tion with arras production, followed the strategy of self suffi-
ciency, India, South Africa, Israel, Yugoslavia, Argentina 
and Egypt are the best examples. Pakistan and Brazil are 
1. V.Solodovnikov, V. Bogoslovsky, Non-capitalist Developments 
An Historical Outline, Progress Publisher Moscow 1975, 
2, Ivar Oxaol, Tony Harnett and David Booth (eds.) Beyond the 
Sociology of Development (Routledge & Keganpaul 1975). 
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1 
lately following the same strategy. But due to the laCk. of 
capital and advance technical know-how the developing countries 
are still behind as far as developed countries are concerned 
and they don't have any position in competition of arras produc-
tion quantity and technology, 
Cold War and colonial relations are the two major 
factors responsible for the foreign and strategic policies of 
big-powers as well as arms build up in the Third World, Colonial 
relations were important during early years of post-independence 
in the developing world. Colonial authorities developed 
defence industries in the former colonies, and it was looking 
impossible that the developing world would wait continuously 
for the guidance, defence developments, management and supplies 
2 
of arms. But on the other hand, former colonies found that it 
is very necessary to maintain the connections with the develop-
ing world in the field of defence industries for their own 
interest. With the help of arms sales and supplies, they were 
1. Peter lock and Herbfct Wulf, Recrister of arms procuction in 
developing countries. Study Group on Armaments and deve-
lopment, Hamburg March 1977, pp. xviii - xxi, 
2. Loren, J.Kavie, India's quest for security : Defence 
Policies (1947-65) (University of California Press, 
Berkeley 1967). 
- 41 -
getting their target. The British arms supply to common-
wealth countries upto raid-sixties and French supply to the 
African and some latin American countries explains it and by 
the end of sixties the British colonial connections in the 
1 
field of defence had weakened. These weak connections gave a 
rapid decline to the British arms supplies (after sixties) to 
the South and South-east Asia. One reason was the lack of 
British interest in these regions. Another reason behind it 
2 
was the diversification in the supplier's market. The French 
supplies to it's former colonies in Africa still remain impor-
tant. The South African, Israeli and Latin American arms 
build-up affects the interest in these regions. 
There are certain links between great powers and the 
Third World countries which though not much in the open are 
likely to survive. They not only provide military help to 
the Third World governments but they also encourage production 
at a local level under the licence and co-production arrange-
ment with the industries of great powers. There has been a 
1. R.Booth "The armed forces of Africa State, 1970", Adelphi 
Paper No.67 (IISS London 1970). 
2. SIPRI, The arms trade with the Third World (Almguist and 
Wiksell, Uppsala, 1971), Chapter 5, pp. 215-48. 
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big expansion of arms production tn the Third World. This 
has clear advantage for the great powers. It generates support 
for the great powers because this act is apparently in conso-
nance with the national interest of recepient country. Also, 
because of the uncertainity and potential instability of the 
allian system, the support of the recepient country is welcome 
for the great powers. According to Michael Klave: 
"The Switch from direct arms sales to technology 
transfer enhances rather than disminishes the 
political influence of the traditional producers. 
By threatening to cut off supply of critical 
materials and components, they can imperil an 
entire production line representing many millions 
of dollars in initial investments. The mere 
availability of this option affords consider-
1 
able leverage." 
The process of arms build-up and development provides 
2 
interaction between the two at the two different levels. Any 
1. Michael Klave 'Have guns. Will Travel*, New Internationa-
list, May 1977, pp.23-24. Also U.Slbrecht, D.Ernest,P. 
Lock,H.Wulf, 'Militarisation, Arms Transfers and arms 
production in peripheral countries'. Journal of Peave 
Research, Vol. XII, No.3, 1975, pp. 195-212. 
2. S.D.Muni, Arms build-up and development!Linkages in the 
Third World, Heritage Publishers, New Delhi, 1983,p.15, 
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sympathetic study should take cognizance of the two. For the 
first one, development variables should be kept constant to 
trace the implications of arms build-up for the development. 
Similarly for the second, to see how the development relates 
to the arms build-up, we must take arms build-up as constant. 
Afterwards an integration of the two will provide a complete 
picture of the relation between the arms build-up and develop-
ment. It will also tell us which area of development are 
affected most by arms build-up and which areas of arms build-
up are related with the over all development. 
The data on arras build-up have four major divisions: 
1. Military Expenditure 
2. Armed Forces 
3. Arms Transfer 
4. Arms Production 
1, MILITARY EXPENDITURE 
In the two decades from 1957 to 1967 the expenditures 
Increased very rapidly at a rate of 651,61%. The expenditures 
in 1957 were about ^ 6409 million which went $ 41,762 millions 
in 1976. It was 2,12 per cent druing first decade but it 
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1 
reached 9.3 per cent during 1967 to 1976. The year of 1977 
vas seen as decline year for the expenditures on arms as well 
as growth of arms. From (1957 to 1977) the 21 years period 
shows only two periods for decrease in expenditures. First 
was 1958-59 which was | 34 millions and second was 1977 itself, 
From 1957 to 1976, the world raised its military expendi-
tures but in case of West Asia there is a steep rise in expen-
ditures particularly from 1972, This region is leading the 
Third World in the field of military expenditures from 1967-
1976, In 1976 more than 50 per cent of the Third World mili-
tary expenditures was from this region and it was minimum three 
times more than any other third world region. According to 
the data of 1975 Iran, Egypt and Saudi Arabia got 7th, 8th and 
11th position in the series of world top spenders. Iraq and 
Kuwait were closely behind them in the region. But after 1975 
these countries lost their positions as military expenditure 
2 
spenders. Downfall of Shah in 1979 was the Iran's downfall in 
1. SIPRI Year Book - 1978. 
2, Ruth Leger Sivard, World Military and Social Expenditures 
1976 (WMSE Publication Virginia 1978-79) p.15 (Hereafter 
referred to as WMSE 1978) also SIPRI Year Book - 1978. 
ACDA 1967-76. 
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the military expenditures and it seems impossible for Iran to 
catch it's position again as for as military expenditures are 
concerned, 
Another approach is to take development in sociological 
perspective. This so called sociological perspective is a 
curious blending of pre-colonial past and post colonial heri-
tage. It has come into use through the realization that all 
goals, purposes, strategies for the Third World development 
have to be internally generated indegenously and not through 
1 
capitalist or socialist approaches. This approach appreciates 
the Third World as having existence of it's own which is 
different from the first and second world. Most of the Itiird 
World countries were having their per capita G,N,P, below 
i^ 500 and the military expenditure were only 5% less than their 
per capita G.N.P, in 1976. Among forty three such countries, 
twenty of them spent 2 to 4.99% of their per capita G,N.P. on 
military expenditures,thirteen of them spent 1 to 1.99% of their 
per capita G.N.P. on military expenditures and nine of them 
1. l.L.Horawitz, Three Worlds of Development : The Theory and 
Practice of international stratification (Oxford University 
Press) New York 1966; II edition 1972; and Dudley Seers 
and Leonard Joy (eds,) Development in a divided world 
(Harrnonds Worth Penguin, 1970). 
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spent less than 1% of their G.N.P. on Military expenditure. 
Somalia/ Yemen and Pakistan spent 5% to 10% of their per capita 
G.N.P. on military expenditures because their per capital 
G.N.P. is very low (less the ^  200). Egypt having per capita 
G.N.P. 4 200 to $ 499 spent 10% of it's G.N.P. on military 
1 
expenditures in 1976, Most of the West Asian countries like 
Saudi Arabia* Qatar, Oman, Iran and Iraq have high 3 .N.P. and 
military expenditures. 
In 1976 about 20 or more devoloping countries spent 
more than 20% oftheir central government expenditures on their 
military expenditures. Nine from West Asia, four from Far East 
and three from African region were those who were spending 
above 20% of their central government expenditures on their 
2 
defence expenditures. In Africa, Ethopia, Guinea-Bissau and 
Mali were spending a very high percentage of central government 
expenditures on military expenditures but not getting top 
positions as well as other countries military expenditures are 
concerned. Having small population and low G.N.P. they generally 
1. Sivard, op.cit, 
2. The Mi l i t a rv Balance 1976, IISS-1976, 
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spent a very high percentage of their govezmment expenditures 
as military expenditures. Guinea is the best example which 
spent 61.8% of its budget on military expenditures in 1975 and 
it was 1% more than Soviet Union's military expenditures for 
the same year. 
Having capacity to produce small and major weapons, 
India, Brazil, South Africa, Israel, Argentina, Yugoslavia and 
Turkey became principal arms producers. Apart from these 
countries, remaining countries are only manufacturers- and 
assemblers of parts of small weapons like alrcrafts, warships 
etc. But as well as quantity is concerned, it's not sufficient. 
The reason behind it is that these small countries are not 
well advanced in thefield of industries and technical know-how. 
Although Singapore and Taiwan are small countries but due to 
the knowledge of advance technology and flow of enough capital 
through multi-national corporations they are standing in the 
1 
line of leading arms producers. 
Apart from this region, India and Pakistan were leading 
in South Asia, South Korea, North Korea and Veitnam were in the 
1. R.B.Pengelly, "The Singapore Military/Industrial Scene' 
International Defence Review, No,4 1976, pp. 657-660. 
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Far east region, Libya, South Africa and Nigeria were in the 
African region and Argentina, Brazil and Chile were leading 
military expenditure spenders. These countries are spending 
about 2,3% to 7.8 times more than the expenditures which they 
were spending in 1957, 
According to the data Oman takes top place as far as 
military expenditures in terms of per capita and G.N.P. is 
concerned and the position is not only in West Asia but it also 
keeps behind all the developing regions. Oman's military 
expenditures were US ^ 1,020 per capita and this was 46.7% 
of it's total government's expenditures and 40.1?-^  of its G.N.P. 
Oman's was closely followed by Saudi Arabia, Iran, Jordan and 
Syria in this region. As well as South Asia is concerned 
Pakistan was leading in military expenditures keeping behind 
India for a decade. North Korea, South Korea and Veitnam hold 
top positions followed by Singapore and Taiwan in the far east 
region. South Africa is always ahead in the African region. 
Although Peru was leading Latin American region in 1976 but 
as far as G.N.P. and per capita is concerned Cuba is at the 
top with Brazil and Chile as close followers. 
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In the Third World regions East Asia holds top position 
keeping South Asia closely behind in terms of aggregate number 
of military personals. These are heavily populated regions, 
As far as number of soldiers per thousands of population Is 
concerned West Asia gets higher rank. If we compare these 
regions West Asia is more militarised than East and South Asia 
and since 1968 it was spending more on per solider than any 
other region. As far as percentage of military age population 
is concerned, Israel, Syria, Jordan and Iraq had highest number 
of soldiers. If we see the data for expenditure per soldier 
by 1975, Oman (^  49,917 at constant 1975 price) was on the top 
1 
followed by South Africa ($ 27,800 at constant 1975 price). 
We can see the rise of reserve forces and para-military 
formations In the developing countries from 10 years or more, 
but this aspect was ignored by the Third World countries as 
well as by the analysis before mid sixties and due to this 
Ignorance the data of para-military force before mid sixties 
is not available. Still there is no information about some 
countries. Generally Third World countries have increased 
1, The Military Balance 1978-79, IISS-1979, p. 90. 
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the strength of para-military and reserve forces but during 
last three years, Ethopia, South Africa, Argentina and Iraq 
had a rapid increase in their para-military and reserve forces. 
From 1974 to 1978 Ethopia increased its para-military forces 
from 20.4 thousands to 129.0 thousands about six times in 1974. 
But Egypt, Taiwan, South Korea, North Korea and Zambia have 
reduced their para-military forces. After 1977, Taiwan and 
South Korea increased their reservists. 
Third World countries like Israel, Burma and Syria are 
maintaining a large body which can be called a people's militia 
apart from their para military forces. Although this idea was 
commonly observed in case of communist countries but now this 
idea is also adopted by some non-communist (Israel, Burma, 
Syria); and Nepal also has adopted the idea, making Israel as 
their model, 
If we take a detailed picture of this phenomenon then it 
becomes clear that the utility of the para-military forces in 
the Third World is some how trivial. These forces are not for 
constructive purposes but the main use to maintain law and 
order. On several occasions such forces become an instrument 
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in bringing about unpopular tyranes. The para military forces 
are generally used for internal purposes, 
In a world of increasing interdependence, global geo-
politics is being reshaped in a way that defines security as 
much in econimic as in military terms. The time has come to 
take into account existence of an array of non-military threats 
to security in such forms as sharply diminished prospects for 
economic growth and social development, large scale unemploy-
meni 
environmental degradation. 
It, resource security, threats to food security and severe 
The current levels and trends in global military expendi-
tures stand in sombre contrast to the state of world economy, 
During the last few years, industrial countries have experi-
enced a deep recession, a large number of developing coumtries 
have suffered economic crises and decline, international 
economic relations have been severely strained and many facets 
of multi-laterial economic co-operatidn have weakened. The 
recent recovery, which was in 1983-84 strong in some parts of 
the world and continued in 1985, albeit at a reduced pace, has 
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nevertheless been unevenly spread and has not reduced prevail-
ing uncertainties about the future, especially in dexieloping 
countries, 
Increasing annually at a rate either higher or similar 
to the annual rate of increase in world's gross national pro-
duct, the continuing military expenditures include a growing 
allocation for military use of technology. By 1985, global 
expenditures on military research and development were appro-
ximately one quarter of all research and development. Real 
expenditure on military research and development is estimated 
to have increased by under one per cent a year from 1974 to 
1980 from 5 to 8 per cent between 1980 and 1983 and to more 
1 
than 10 per cent from 1983 to 1984, As this last figure is 
higher than the rise in military expenditures as a whole, 
military research and development as a proportion of military 
expenditures has risen, 
By 1985, the level of global military spending was in 
excess of ^ 00 billion per year. This implies a real increase 
in world wide military expenditures of between four and five 
1. The Military Balance 1984, IISS-1984, 
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times since the end of World War II. In over fouris decades 
since the establishment of the United Nations, the world wide 
military spending has rarely fallen in real during any period 
of time. The current military expenditures represent well over 
5 per cent of total world output and are over 25 times as large 
as all official development assistance to developing countries, 
The bulk of global military spending remains concentrated among 
the industrialised countries and the latest increase are accoun-
table to these countries. Ihe developing countries account for 
a major share of arms imports, although the rate of increase 
in this respect has shown a sharp decline during the latest 
period. World arms transfers measured in constant 1982 dollars 
are estimated to have grown from $ 26,8 billion in 1973 to 
1 
$ 38.8 billion in 1981 and declined to $ 32.4 billion in 1984. 
Developifaent should not run the risk of becoming one of 
the casualties of a continuing arma race. So the extent that a 
real location of a part of resources released through measures 
of arms limitation and disarmament can provide additional means 
for development, disarmament could make an important countribution 
1. The Military Balance 1984, IISS-1984. 
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towards development. As it helps to overcome non-military 
threats to national well-being and security, thus also favouring 
a more stable and sustainable international system, development 
may contribute towards a more secure world. The relationship 
between disarmament and development, in this sense, may be seen 
as a two-way street. The international framework for the 
relationship between disarmament and development needs to be 
sought within the network of global interdependence. In the 
present times, there is not only a growing interdependence 
among nations but also a growing interdependence of issues, 
In a world of finite resources, the desirability of 
locating resources away from military purpose towards socio-
economic development should move beyond the moral plane and 
become a political and economic imperative. An integrated 
perspective on the issues of disarmament and development would 
be in the mutual interests of all countries - developed and 
developing alike - irrespective of their political and economic 
systems or levels of development, 
C H A P T E R III 
ARMS PROLIFERATION 
(Arms Sales,Arms Transfers and Arms Aid) 
National, Sub-national, Trans-nation and International 
policies have created a. system of arms transfer which is play-
ing an important role in international relations and became the 
most important sub-system of international relations. These 
relations have positions according to their contribution to 
the sub-system's creation. The bases of distinction of these 
actors may be according to their composition principal objec-
1 
tive and target of their activity. 
Arms transfer between states or alliances generally 
strengthen the diplomatic, defence as well as internal posi-
tion, The principle of arras transfer is based on two things; 
First is to loose economic burden from one side and second 
is to establish troops all around as well as political ground 
for the other side. Arms transfer to Europe since World 
War II by super powers is based on these assumptions as well 
as demand of strategy. Although super powers have different 
aims behind arms transfer but they have a common objective to 
1, Edward A.Kalodziej, "Arms transfers and international 
politics I The interdependence of independence" in 
Stephanie G.Neuman and Robert E.Harkavy (ed.) Arms 
Transfers in the Modem World Praeger Publishers 
(New York, U,S,A. 1980), p,4. 
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have strong military allies. On the other side European 
recipients of both super power's arms, like east and west 
Germany accepts arms to increase their military power and to 
reach equal to their suppliers for their own purpose, 
Identity and divergence of interest of arms suppliers 
are equally important in the relations between the suppliers 
and recipients. They focus upon the bargaining involving both 
type and control of the weapons so transfered, American motives 
in 1950's to supply weapons to Pakistan were not the same 
as the Pakistani motives in receiving these weapons from 
United States. Similarly U.S.A. was giving arms assistance 
to NATO allies, Turkey and Greece, which were mutually hos-
tile to each other and had just the opposite objectives in 
1 
receiving these weapons from the objectives of the suppliers. 
If the material transfered are modeim devices, like 
aircraft. The supplier had some control over the recipi-
ents use of its arms because as well as modern devices are 
concerned there are the chances of lack of capacity for main-
tenance or repairing. There may be some difficulties with 
spare parts too. To operate the American highly sophisticated 
1. Ibid., p. 10. 
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arms Iran and Saudi Arabia needs or depends upon the train-
ing, maintenance and support programs conducted by American 
personals. During 1967 to 1972 the difficulties experienced 
by the Egypt for the maintenance of the advanced equipments 
send by the Soviet Union also suggest some of the constraints 
of the dependency. For maintenance of Soviet Union's advance 
equipments, Egypt faced great difficulties and the spare parts 
for these equipments were seeked in various countries like, 
India/ Yugoslavia* North Korea and some eastern Europe 
countries, 
By the transfer of arms, regional security is sought 
to be promoted. To know the U.S. interest with regional 
powers, Iran and Saudi Arabia show opposite reaction against 
the U.S. use of arms transfers. Having this idea in mind, in 
1970 Iran ordered a huge amount of military equipments than 
any other menber of NATO. On the other hand Saudi Arabia 
played a role against its good relations with United States. 
By assuming leadership, Saudi Arabia increased its demand 
of sophisticated arma from its suppliers beyond the expecta-
tions particularly from United States. In response to the 
demand U.S. supplied the F-15's to Saudi Arabia and this 
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supply of E-15's gave petrol to the fire of arms race of 
1 
sophisticated arms in the Middle East, Without knowing the 
facts of arms transfer or interest behind it, it's very 
difficult to seperate strategic factors from political and 
diplomatic objectives. Generally arms suppliers, whether 
they are small or large supplier, shows arms transfers as a 
support or help to the friendly regimes. The United States 
and Soviet Union arms supplies to their eastern and western 
allies created a cold war between these two, and this cold 
war is not different from a real or open war. In 1954 refusal 
of arms supply from western powers to Egypt turned Nasser 
to bought arms from Czychoslavakia and this was a golden 
chance for Moscow to deeply enter in the Middle East ever 
before. The arms supply between Patrice Lumumba (supported 
by USSR) and Colonel Mobutu (supported by U.S.) in Belgian 
Congo was also very important. The arms supply and other 
support in Angola also follow the rivalry pattern. In 1978, 
Ethopia and Somalia was supported with the same pattern. 
Small powers are also following the same game in 
case of arms transfer or aid. Saudi Arabia's support to 
1, Barbara Crame, The Middle East since Camp David (London, 
1985), p.134. 
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Yemen monarchy, Barre regime in Somalia and Iran's support to 
Oman shows that the regional powers are equally interested 
in the regime changes as the super powers are,Britain's 
supply to Malasia in struggle with Conununist regime, France's 
aid to its former colonies in sub-Saharan Africa like, Senegal, 
Ivory coast and Gabon to keep their allies in power and 
intervened in Gabon, Chad, Zaire and in the Western Sahara 
to support it's friendly regimes. 
On the other hand recepient states have attempted to 
spread their sphere of contracts with an idea of not depend-
ing upon one man, Libya parchased 110 mirage aircrafts from 
France not depending fully upon Soviet arm supplies. In 1976 
Iraq also ordered P-15's and advanced naval aircrafts from 
he 
France showing that/is not fully dependent upon Soviet 
1 
supplies of arms. Latin American States also follov;ed the 
same path and Peru purchased aircrafts from Japan, France, 
Canada and Britain not only from United States and in 1976 
Soviet Union also got a contract of S.U-22 and a large number 
of tanks with Peru, Venezuela also broaden their sphere of 
1. Edward A.Kalodziej, Ibid., p. 13. 
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purchasing advanced equipments, Argentina and Brazil tried for 
their own armament industries too, 
Arms transfer have also become an approach to make 
contracts or good relations with political and military leaders 
but it is very difficult to judge for which purpose supplier 
is supplying the arms. The process of arms transfer occurs 
very easily in those states, where the ruler is a strong man 
or in one man control regimes but there are so many difficul-
ties in case of a democratic country. In 1960's the supply 
of Soviet arms (fighter air crafts, surface vessels and sub-
marines) to Indonesia was a tribute to President SUKARNO 
rather than a response to the Indonesian security needs. How-
ever most of the equipments can not be easily operated or 
serviced but the idea of self determination, national unity 
and furnishing with modern weapons to the Indonesia was the 
benefit to the supplier and prestige value was the benefit 
for recipient. General SUHARTO'S supporter count^r-revalution 
against communist party in Indonesia break down the Soviet 
influence in Indonesia, By these experiences we can make a 
statement that arms and political influence can't be the 
flowers of one garland. 
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Although there are so many conflicts occuring now a 
days but the arms sales to the third world is going downwards 
very rapidly. The factors behind it are the falling of oil 
prices, higher service costs and particularly the success and 
completion of many defence development programs in the third 
world. Various modern devices pushed on arms race so strongly 
due to their high demand, now creating so many problems and 
the orders for various major weapon systems are still in 
pending, 
The arms purchasing programmes in the last decade were 
result of sales skills of selling agents, ambitions of some 
leaders of the third world and the right place for the right 
time. Generally the arms purchasing was the ambitions of 
the rulers although they don't have the facilities like, 
operation, service, maintenance and trained personals (civilians 
as well as military). Despite their weak economy and tight 
budgets, now the developing countries are givintj attention to 
these factors. Providing continuously a high quantity of 
major weapon systems to the third world, the Soviet Union 
puts itself at the top incomparision of other suppliers. The 
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Soviet Union's supermacy is still continuous while the 
American and other western powers have their high quality post-
sales support by making item for item and more expensive major 
1 
arms. The recent analysis based on improved data Indicates 
that the Soviet Union's supermacy was not fully reflected in 
the past by the U.S. estimated currency value of Soviet military 
assistance. Services and other military goods even the impor-
ters who were generally engaged in national level conflicts 
or internal insurgencies. Generally the value of spare parts, 
services and military goods(but not major weapon systems) 
exported by Soviet Union was underestimated even the importers 
who were generally involved in national level conflicts or 
internal insurgencies, were asked seriously but without empha-
sis in this connection. 
United States is following Soviet Union, with its 
second position in arms sales race in the third world arms 
market and to maintain their positions both the super powers 
are taking minimum margin while they were getting high profit 
(good margin) in the beginning of the decade. Half of the 
1. Richard F.Grimwett, Tenets in the Conventional Arms 
Transfers in the Third World, p.88, 
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arms sold to the third world as well as dollar value is con-
cerned is from both the super powers. This share will be 
decreased in future because the number of choices is increas-
ing and it will effect the defense as well as the political 
and tactical mentalities of the buyers. 
The weapons are designed differently by the super 
powers having different concept of waging war. Although the 
present Soviet conventional weapons are more sophisticated, 
complex and expensive than the weapons which were present one 
decade before but still Soviet Union is producing a large 
quantities of arms of all types. The Soviet Union's weapons 
are designed with, short time and structure and a perfect 
cambat readiness. The American and other western technique 
for the arms is based on higher sophistication and lethality, 
with high level operators and personnels to keep them 
effective. 
The use of arms as political instrument by both the 
super powers will keep them the highest suppliers of the third 
world. For their willingness they ere producing high quality 
arms with a low margin and it seems that both the supper will 
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maintain their position as third world arms suppliers for a 
long time, 
Having participation in various intra-European weapons 
development programs and a positive attachment with NATO, 
France produces its own complete range of high-technology 
conventional arms. Although France is paying a lot for its 
own production of arms but it is maintaining its position 
behind the super powers. The increasing high cost for produc-
tion of modem arms has forced France to have relatively small 
armed forces, to promote or increase arms exports and maintain 
1 
its third position behind the two supper powers. France's 
after sale services are not well reputed in composition of 
services provided by other western arms suppliers and some of 
its offerings (notably heavy armour) have fared poorly in the 
third world markets even though the policy of seperation of 
arms sales from political considerations upto a maximum possi-
ble extent France has got a reputation as a dependable supplier, 
And this reputation of dependable supplier is as important 
as technical quality of its arms and France is getting plus 
points from its dependable supplier reputation. 
1. US Arms Control and Disarmament Agency, World Military 
Expenditures and Arms Transfers 1987, p.38. 
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Besides the top ranking suppliers, other established 
suppliers to the third world do not produces entire range of 
conventional weapons because their economy is not so favour-
able for the production system while they are technologically 
so sound that they can produce a advance range of conventional 
weapons. If we will take top six arms exporters to the develop-
ing world we will see that U.K., FRG and Italy (who are smaller 
members among top six) have a positions in the arms export 
market but their economy dose not give them permissibn to do 
so, Itiey have various joint arms ventures with France or the 
U,S, and occasional major deals or contract like London's 
contract with Saudi Arabia for Anglo-German-Halian Tornado 
attack jets or PRG's sale of diesel submarines to India but 
the arms industries of these exporters have more interest in 
co-production or calaboration and partnerships with the deve-
loping-industrializing countries. They help in various fields 
like, basic technical know-how in materials, sub-componant 
manufacture and production technique. This willingness of 
transfering technologies to developing world, these countries 
still have their position in arms export market and following 
the leading exporters who have various products of very high 
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quality. But in this process of transfer of technology these 
small producers making their rival industries by their own 
hands. 
The reason behind the loss of market shares to these 
1 
smaller three producers is the emergence of new major arms 
producers like Brazil and particularly peoples Republic of 
China which have begun to seel the weapons at very reasonable 
prices from medium to low technological range. Weapons, having 
a lower degree of sophistication are in high demand because 
they don't need more maintinance, trained personnel and 
generally are in use military trainings in the developing 
countries while the other highly sophisticated weapons are not 
in such a demands, Brazil and China are the major arms 
exporters in the developing countries and they may be continue* 
to be the only ones with a chance to remain so. Although 
China and Brazil have various differences in the character of 
their arms offerings, but they are getting positions in airms 
exporting countries. 
The peoples Republic of China offers many improved 
Soviet designed weapons of latter 1950's and mid 1960's at 
1. World Military Expenditures and Arms Transfers 1986. 
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China Is gradually a very low prices developing its own designed 
weapons including jet fighters, light arms tactical missiles 
and destroyer-sixe surface warships with a little help from 
others. Although out dated China's Soviet clanes can still 
be effective the Chinese HY-2 or Silkworm shore-based cruise 
missile, operated by Iranian revolutional Guardsmen, has 
become a factor in the Persian Gulf "tanker war", though 
it probably would fare less well against the counter measures 
found abroad a modexm (and alert) warship. Iraq also has a 
1 
cruise-missiles equipped B-6D jet bombers supplied by China. 
The Iran_Iraq conflict became a rich source for the 
Peoples Republic of China and she sold a large quantity of 
weapons during the first three years of the conflict and this 
quantity was more than the quantity exported by China during 
last 25 years, China sold the weapons during early period 
of war and helped North Korea which became principal supplier 
to the Iran. The end of the Gulf War will effect the Chinese 
exports of arms and perhaps it will go down very rapidly. 
However before 1980 China started moving into the third world 
1, Barbara Crane, op.cit,, p.140, 
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arms trade, China got an arms relationship with Egypt very 
easily because it was producing older Soviet pattern weaponary 
and Egypt was facing problems in the field of spare parts 
because it had servered its ties with the Soviet Unid)n. China 
already had its export in the Islamic world, Pakistan was 
the main importer for its exports. 
Chinese intention to become a major arm seller in long-
term future was the result of the growing nature of warfare 
in much of the third world countries. The attention paid 
to the major weapons systems such as Chinese silkworms in 
Iran and French Mirage P-15 in Iraq was the petrol for fire 
of war and this situation helped the market of low-Technology 
arms and combat consumables which were supplied in a very 
1 
huge quantity. With the end of gulf war the arms sales level 
have come down to several billions of dollars. Both belli-
gerents were not well aware of the tactical use of modern US, 
French and Soviet major weapons systems which they had built 
before the war. Similarly the Habre forces in Chad have 
given an excellent account of themselves, fighting with small 
1. Barbara Crane, op.cit., p. 149, 
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arms, mortar and jeeps fitted with recoilless rifles against 
of 
Libyan units equiped with som^ the latest Soviet export wea-
ponary. Although the Chinese equipment was not the factor 
in Canadian war, the fact that Peoples Republic of China has 
demonstrated that it produces, sells cheaply, and can rapidly 
and reliably deliver the full range of amunitions required to 
to sustain this level of conflict will not be lost on other 
nations in the developing world. Before the Shah the senior 
officers of the Iranian military were from the revolutionary 
guard background not technologically oriented professionals. 
The leaders before Shah was satisfied with large number of 
semi-trained personnel with low-technology weapons because 
they think that for their nations security this military is 
enough, 
By acquiring expertise from outside China is develop-
ing an intering generation of arms. This generation will be 
used for its own future weapons programs in the third world. 
As noted, Chinese major system are basically based on the 
mid 1960s Soviet arms but they have been modified by the 
China since 1970s (PRC's isolation) the technical intelle-
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gentia was acquired by "window shaping" in western Europe 
and latter in the U.S. Qiina dangled before these arms 
makers the prospects of substantial sales of finished items 
to modernize its huge but primitive military forces, and they 
responded with generous amounts of information, samples and 
field demostrations. China has purchased a very little 
foreign military equipments and probably never intended to 
do so. This tendency helped China to built some foreign 
weapons with the help of acquired knowledge. With a few 
licences Qiina collaborated with Iraeli arms Industries which 
are although small but highly advanced because it was influ-
enced by the U.S. modern technology and this relationship 
with Israel was the back door to get the U.S. technology, 
which they don't want to sell. For Israeli part, China 
represents a significant market to a country politically and 
economically isolated from the third worlds most lucrative 
arms market, the Middle East. 
With the help of joint ventures with some established 
arms producers China acquired further arms designs and pro-
duction capability, for export, such as vickers-Narinco armed 
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1 
personnel carrier, based on a old Soviet chassis. Through the 
process of reverse engineering, China is acquiring modern arms 
technology. Before the 1960's gift China received turn-key » 
arsenals from Soviet Union. Chinese products such as F-7 
(MlG-21) jet fighter and the Y-8 (An-12) assault transport 
are the product of patient (and time-consuming) copying and 
modification. W-8 helicopter (dead ringer for the French 
Super Prelon) is the recent example, of which the RPC bough 
fewer than a dozen many years ago, 
China's increasing ability to support and improve the 
large inventories of older Soviet arms which remain in third 
world inventories and the eventual appearance of the"third 
generation" of more nearly indigeneous Chinese arms argue for 
China to occupy a special inche as a supplier to the develop-
ing world, 
Brazil's major arms sales are the results of publicity 
and its real performance as an arras exporter. Although recent 
levels of arms export are not in the range of major suppliers, 
1. Wayne Taylor, Chinese Policies (1986), p,227. 
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but Brazil increased sales in depressed market is a mark of 
potentiality. For a long time, Brazil is building industrial 
Infrastructures which can support an arms industry at the 
upper edge of the middle technological level. In the field of 
rugged and well-conceived weaponary. The Brazilian designers 
and manufacturers have shown there skills. The major products 
still include imported components. The experience gained by 
Brazil with its heavy truck industry supported in production 
of Brazilian-designed wheeled light armor which were sold very 
frequently to the third world. Now Brazil is trying to pro-
duce heavy armor as well as light armor. The new Osaorio main 
battle tank which is not exported, have a high demand and it 
is at the top ranking in Saudi Arabia's current search for 
a new tank. Tucano turboprop trainer aircraft, has a very 
high demand in costumers and getting serious attention from 
British Royal Air force as well as US Air force (which is 
searching for alternatives after its Fairchild new trainer 
1 
program was cancelled). U.K.'s offer for caloboration with 
Brazil for the production of aircraft to U.K., insuring 
wider sale of the plane. Brazil is going forward and entering 
1. Morton S.Miller, Conventional Arms Trade (1986), p.22. 
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the jet combat aircraft field with caloboration with Italy 
for AMX lightweight fighter, Brazilian arms sales policy is 
openly conunercial but its restrictions on after-sale trans-
fers has become an obstackle in the sovereignty of its costu-
mers. During the Iran-Iraq conflict Brazil do not sold arms 
to Iran, one can say that the politics had effected the Brazi-
lian arms policy but by doing so Brazil do not want to offend 
Iraq which is still an important costumer for Brazil, The 
annual value of the production of major weapons in the third 
world has increased 500-fold from 1950 to 1984, according to 
the latest figures produced by the stockhalm International 
Peace Research Institute (SIPRI). 
In the 1950*s third world arms production was confined 
mainly to Argentina and Egypt and, to a lesser degree, Colombia, 
India and North Korea. During the second half of the 1960's, 
Brazil, Israel and South Africa began to produce arms in earnest, 
while India notably expanded its production. Other smaller 
nations also had begun to enter into the business of producing 
their own weapons. 
Growth in production of arms judded to a halt in the 
1980's at the same time as the major powers' arms trade with 
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the third world stopped growing because of the global economic 
crisis which limited arms procurement budgets, and because some 
countries had begxin to feel the effects of saturation in 
weapons. Production of major weapons systems is concentrated 
in very few third world countries, with India and Israel as 
the leading producers accounting for 47 per cent between 1955 
to 1984, They were followed by South Africa, Brazil and 
Taiwan who accounted for a further 17 per cent of total produc-
tion, These were followed by North Korea, Argentina and 
South Korea who accounted for another 18 per cent. These 
eight countries together produced well over 90 per cent of all 
the major weapons production in the third world. Production 
of major weapons, mainly shipping, now accurs also in 12 
smaller producing countries-Bangladesh, Burma, Chile, Colombia, 
the Dominican Republic Gaban, Madagascar, Mexico, Pakistan, 
Peru, Senegal and Sri Lanka. Aircraft are produced under 
licence in Chile and Pakistan, while Chile and Mexico also 
produce armoured vehicles, 
All types of conventional weapons are produced in the 
third world countries - ranging from pistol ammunition to 
highly sophisticated jet aircraft and guided missiles. The 
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emphasis in India is on high technology weapon as e substitute 
for arms imports. South Africa, on the other hand, tends to 
concentrate more on low-level technology with high-use value 
such a ammunition, small arms, vehicles and light aircraft. 
Brazil, Egypt and Singapore produce weapons for foreign costu-
mers in competition with the industralised countries, 
The market for licences sold for major weapon is domi-
nated by the U.S., Britain, France, West Germany and U.S.S.R. 
Together they account for about 85 per cent of all licences 
sold to the third world countries, with the Americans as the 
most prolific supplier. The U.S.S.R, remain reluctant to part 
with production technology, only India and North Korea produce 
weapons from Soviet designs. 
In case of a complex transfer the time period for its 
complition may be few years. It is due to the various factors 
like, delivery schedules, prices resources and political fac-
tors must be seen before a country is considering for acquisi-
tion of advanced equipments. Technical and economic datas with 
assistance may be requested for the military requirement by 
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the buyers. If a product is selected, a formal request for 
an offer to sell must be submitted, Infact offers may be 
reqested on several configuration options. For example, two 
different weapon components can be considered by a good buyer. 
Number 1, lightweight having good flight duration to maintain 
petroling. Number 2, Havier one producing greater lethality 
to defeat aggressor. On such alternatives the time is needed 
to check the cost figure. If the seller accepts the request 
then he must sign a formal letter of offer with terms and 
conditions and if these terms and conditions are acceptable^ 
to the buyer, then a contract is established. Implementation 
on support, training, domestic requirements starts and then 
1 
with the schedule delivery occurs., 
The character of each region differs as well as supply 
of arms is concerned. Latin American market was dominated by 
western suppliers untlll recent agreement between Soviet Union 
and Peru. Before this agreement Soviet Union was supplying 
arms only to the Cuba in this region. In the horn of Africa 
1. Richard H.Wilcox, Twixt cup and Lip : Some Problems in 
applying arms control, Stephanie, G.Neuman & Robert, E. 
Harkavy (eds.) Arms Transfers in the modern world praeger 
Publishers, New Delhi, U.S.A., 1980, p.34. 
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United States have no big client and the region is dominated 
by Soviet Union. Due to the super powers arms supply competi-
tion European countries are not getting market at Asia. Middle 
East and North African region is a big market for arms. Coun-
tries searching petrol money directly or indirectly like Libya 
and Iraq or Egypt have so many good offers to choose from 
exporters. 
Factors like security, economy and political grounds 
created domestic defence production in the third world. Among 
these factors the preriority goes to national security. Arms 
production develops a feeling of self reliance which reduces 
the military and political pressure from that country during 
the time of its crisis. In 1977 on Israeli official said, in 
the crisis "Israel needs arms, food and energy and we want to 
become independent or self depended upto a higher degree, par-
1 
ticularly in the field of arms production. Following this 
Isreali statement, a Brazilian air force minister (Joelmir 
Campos de araripe macedo) in December 1977 told a Chilean 
audiance "The time has come to make free ourselves from the 
1. Barbara Crane, op.cit., p. 268. 
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United States and the countries of the Europe. It is a condi-
1 
tion of security that each nation manufacture its own armaments. 
There are several factors which give a feeling of 
self reliance through domestic defense production. In case 
of some states there is no alternative such as South Africa 
and Taiwan, both are getting isolated from international commu-
nity so they think of self sufficient for preservation of their 
national security. Since the Israel came into existance, its 
getting a huge amount of arms from United States but its 
defence policy's goal is to become self sufficient in the field 
of armaments production. The threat to the Jewish people from 
independence till today gave them a strong base and they are 
following got-it-alone not only in the leadership but in the 
population as a whole. Sometimes feeling of self-reliance is 
generated by other factors. Growth of Brazilian arms industry 
is the result of their national policy goal of domination over 
Latin America, sub-Saharan Africa and over the third world in 
general. Australia was needing normal industrial growth and 
also feeling occasional perceived threats. India had experi-
enced three wars after its independence and was well aware of 
1. Barbara Crane, op,cit,, p. 271. 
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the importance of the Indian ocean basin so they had a desire 
having more sophisticated defence industries to dominate this 
strategically important region. 
Economic factor also play a role; that is, the establish-
ment of arms industries provides initial elements for an 
industrial base and it is very helpful for advanced industria-
lization, The defence industries, forces to develop advance 
skills, creates foreign exchange savings and keeps nation 
aware of current or advanced technology. 
Generally developing countries follow a systematic 
process (step-by-step) for their domestic arms industries using 
their experience acquired at one stage as a building block 
and then goes forward. Firstly for repairing and servicing 
of imported arms, workshops are established. Secondly, 
licence are negotiated for assembling the parts. Thirdly 
simple articles are domestically manufactured under licence, 
while sophisticated items like engines, electronics continue 
to be imported. Through this process the developing nations 
can earn Foreign Exchange by selling their domestic articles 
or finished systems to back, to licensor or elsewhere, Forthly, 
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the developing countries decreases number of imported articles 
and slowly it reaches upto a stage trhere it can produce entire 
whole system under licence. Fifthly, they start to design 
them domestically and incorporated into the existing system. 
Sixthly, the production of domestically designed system starts 
by using some imported articles have more advanced sophistica-
ted technologies which latter on comes under the hands. 
Finally, the system starts with no imported articles are 
manufactured. This system of domestic arms industries is 
followed by the most of the developing countries but still 
there are very few countries who reached upto the final stage 
and with very few systems. This system will be changed over 
few decades but its very tough to say when it will be completely 
adopted, 
The salient features of Indian Ocean states are worth 
consideration for analysing the recent trends in arms transfer 
1 
to these states. They are; 
(i) Most of them excepting Australia, Israel and South Africa 
are developing countries, 
1. Shreedhar, "Arms Transfer to the Indian Ocean Region" 
IDSA JOURNAL, p, 235. 
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(ii) The Indian Ocean region comprised of 47 states of which, 
21 have populations not more than 5 millions, 6 have 
populations ranging 6 to 10 millions and others have 
exceeding 10 millions, 
(iii) Of these countries excluding India, South Africa, 
Pakistan, Israel, Singapore, Australia and Indonesia, 
the other 40 countries does not have viable industrial 
infrastructure. 
(iv) Basic products constitute a larger share of the exports 
of all these countries. 
(v) Endowment with natural resources in the region, such as 
crude oil (Saudi Arabia, Iran, Irag, Kuwait and 
Indonesia), bauxite (India and Indonesia) , tin (Malaysia 
and Indonesia), Chromite (South Africa) and Copper 
(Zambia) . 
(vi) Some of the most important and strategic natural 
resources in substantial guantities are found in coun-
tries like Saudi Arabia and Zambia which are needed to 
maintain the economics of the world and, in particular, 
to the countries of the organisation of the Economic 
Cooperation and Development. 
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(vli) The»e countries excepting India, Pakistan, Israel, 
Australia and South Africa does not have any viable 
military industrial infrastructure, 
Saudi Arabia, Iran, India, Iraq, South Africa, Israel, 
Pakistan, Egypt and Australia are among these countries which 
incurred more than 75% of the defence expenditure in the 
region. The other countries have their defence expenditure 
almost constant, excepting Indonesia where it doubled between 
1971 and 1977 and Oman where it has gone very high by almost 
7 times, 
These c6untries have the highest defence expenditure and 
with the exception of Saudi Arabia and Australia, all the 
other countries have fought one or more than one war. It 
can constitute an important factor regarding the trend in 
defence expenditure in these countries, 
The general observations on the state of technology 
in the area will be governing for arms transfers. During 
1950s and 1960s, these arms producing countries has famili-
arized the developing countries with the modern weapon systems 
through arms aid to calculate the necessary demands. They 
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provide military aid by means of security pacts or otherwise 
to accerlate the denfiand. For example, the United States pro-
vided arms aid to the Indian Ocean states worth 3 million 
dollar during 1950-77 and then sold arms of more than 11 billion 
dollar during 1973-77. 
The aid was increased to those countries having a low 
techndlogical base. Thailand, Iran, Pakistan, India and Iraq 
are the biggest U.S. military aid recipients in the Indian 
Ocean region. In 1965, the military aid to both India and 
Pakistan was suspended and there after, U.S.S.R. became the 
principal arms supplier to India and China to Pakistan. 
Iran and Saudi Arabia were willing to buy western arms 
and equipment and in return wanted security guarantee from 
external aggression. The mutuality of interests between these 
oil producing countries and the west were lying upon the follow-
ing factors: (i) the western oil companies were assigned the 
work of oil exploration in this region which consequently 
developed special relationship between these countries and 
the western oil companies, (ii) The Egyptian resolution of 
1950s and the revolution in Iraq in the 1960s and their 
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relationship with the socialist bloc had provided a sense of 
insecurity to their regimes. In such circumstances, the pro-
tector from the west can only be U.S. The process of arms 
transfer, through various military featablishments, made a 
political as well as military relationship between the ruling 
regimes of these countries with the government of United States, 
During 1971-77, the west asian countries of the Indian 
Ocean region faced four major conflicts and these conflicts 
created a feeling of insecurity which caused a competition in 
the field of importing arms. In 1971 the purchase was of worth 
4 1 billion which went $ 6 billion during 1977 and in 1976 Iran 
imported most sophisticated v/eapon and also became the biggest 
arms purchaser in this region followed by Iraq and Israel who 
were getting 15-20 percent of the total purchase. 
From 1973-77, United States was the biggest arms 
exporter to the West Asian countries of the Indian Ocean 
region and these countries were the principal major arms 
costumer. About 90 per cent of ^ 11,8 billion, was acquired 
by these countries. The decision to make these West Asian 
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countries major arms import'?rs or customer was taken in the 
U.S. congressional study, the United States foreign policy 
objectives and military installations (1979). According to 
the congressional study, 
"The U.S. has both a conventional and perhaps strategic 
nuclear military interest in the Indian Ocean region. Military 
objectives for conventional forces include the capability to: 
(1) Protect U,S, economic interest in the region, (2) employ 
or threaten force in the Middle East. (3) Secure the Indian 
Ocean air and sea route against harrassment or interdiction. 
(4) Inteirvene in support of other objectives in the littoral; 
and related to all of these (5) balance Soviet forces in the 
region and attain a superiority in a crisis. The U,S, also 
possess a potential strategic nuclear military objective of 
deploying, when necessary or convenient, ballastic missile 
sub-marine's target on U,S,S,R," 
As far as South and South East Asia is concerned, the 
U.S. arms transfer was made in Indo-China region, the countries 
round this region were the traditional allies of the U.S. 
The second important exporter of the arms in the Indian 
Ocean region v;as the Soviet Union and shares 25 per cent of 
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the total arms supply to this region. The strategic importance 
of the region and the earing of Petro-dollars, made this reign 
centre of attraction for Soviet Union too. The East European 
countries were the principal oil importers for Iraq, and the 
growing influence of U.S. in the Indian occasion region compe-
lled Soviet Union towards this region for ballencing influence 
in the area. Having 20 years treaty of peace and friendship 
with Iraq and Egypt, Soviet Union supplied $ 3.8 to Iraq and 
Egypt during 1973-77. The position got change in the later 
it, 
years when Egypt disengaged / and the Iraq was trying to search 
other sources for the modernization of its arms forces. 
Having a 20 years peace and friendship treaty with 
USSR, India purchased arms costing $ 1,1 billion out of the 
total (1.16 billion) and became the major recepient in the 
as 
South and South East Asian region. As well/Africa is con-
cerned, Ethopia was the major recepient of the arms from USSR, 
Other major arms suppliers such as, France, U.K. and 
PRG were mainly concerned with, Iraq, Iran, Kuwait and Saudi 
Arabia who have very rich resources to buy arms. 
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It is necessary to examine the methods used by the arms 
suppliers to the India Ocean region to finance sales. Except 
deals on cash down basis, at least five more methods can be 
identified. The first method was to increase or develop the 
arms demands through various military assistance programmes. 
If we will take 'spill over' effect that is arms brought by 
the neighbouring states of US arms recepients, also into con-
sideration the total US arms sale to the Indian Ocean region 
would be over ^ 42 billion. In other words for every one 
dollar of military assistance, the US get ^ 12 worth of arms. 
During 1971-77, China also extended military assistance 
to a particular group of countries, in which Pakistan was on 
the top. The assistance was discontinued during Post-Mao 
period. It will be incorect, if we say that the military 
assistance by China was for the purpose of increasing the 
arms demand. It was nothing but a component of Chinese foreign 
policy. However, in the post-Mao period, the Chinese have 
reversed their policy and are, willing to sell arms on cash 
down basis only. 
The second was the arms for natural resources. During 
1970's some exporters entered into long term deals for oil 
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in exchange for arms. France got signed deals with Iraq and 
Saudi Arabia. 
The third method was arms for other primary commodities. 
Soviet Union got Egyptian and Sudanese cotton in exchange 
for arms. 
The forth method was the bilateral trade between the 
exporter and importer through long term credits, which effected 
the arms sale. Indo-Soviet arms deals is a good example. 
Finally the arms sale was conducted through loans and 
grants by one country to another, to buy arms in the open 
market. For example, Saudi Arabia giving financial assis-
tance to North Yemen and Pakistan to purchase arms from US. 
During 1978 and 1980, four war were witnessed in the 
Indian Ocean region. Tanzania-Uganda War, North-South Yeman 
War, Somalia-Ethopia War and on going Iran-Iraq War. Besides 
the Islamic revolution In Iran, Ka'boh incident in Saudi Arabia 
and Soviet intervention in Afghanistan have changed the situa-
tion made it a disturbed or conflict prone area. 
All these incidents accelerated the arms flow into the 
region. The Iranian political posture reduced the US arms 
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market and French are emerging as a major supplier. The 
recent French arms deal with Saudi Arabia for surface to air 
missiles and surface-to-surface missiles with Pakistan for 
Mirage III and V fighter aircraft, and with Iraq for a variety 
of equipment including air-to-air missiles, C-160 fighter 
air craft and Lynx, Puma and Super Frelon helicopters are the 
parts of this development. 
From the above analysis one can draw some broad conclu-
sions. Firstly, with the rapidly changing weapon teachnology 
many of the arms buyers in the Indian Ocean have little or 
no choice other then to purchase the sophisticated equipment. 
The supplying countries can supply only the equipment they 
have currently in use. Whether one has a capacity to absorb 
or 
this technology/not he is forced to buy this equipment. With 
a low indegenous technology base, acquiring of sophisticated 
weapons results dependence on the arms supplier. 
Most of the sophisticated weapon either became redundant 
or useless for fighting a war. The equipments acquired by 
m 
Iran, about 70 per cent were unserviceable and in the remaining 
30 per cent from Iranian as well as Iraq side, none of the 
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sophisticated equipment like F-14 and MlG 23's have been seen 
in action. There are some exceptions like, India, Israel, 
Pakistan and to some extent Egypt too, 
Arms transfer do not end up with the sale of the main 
equipments. It involves subsequent training of the personnals 
in the use of the equipment, tactical doctrines for the deve-
lopment of the weapons in the battlefield, the management of 
the associated infrastructure that goes with the equipment, 
spares support, overhaul, calibration of the equipment from 
time to time etc. The arms transferred by developed countries 
to the countries having low-technological base results in a 
relationship of total dependence of the latter on the former. 
The supplier is the gainer in economic terms while the rece-
pient may not in most of the cases gain necessary capability 
to use the equipment. In other v;ords we can say that with 
the degree of sophistication reached in technology very few 
of the third world countries are in a position to make an 
effective use of the weapons they acquire. 
According to the data, an amount of $ 22.95 billion 
1 
was paid for the arms contracts by the third world countries. 
1. Sreedhar & Y.Lakshmi, "Arms transf<_rs to the third world" 
Strategic Analysis, July 1986 pp. 433-34, Ibid,p.435. 
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West Asian countries were leading with 73% of total amount. 
In West Asian countries out of $ 16,96 billion purchase, Saudi 
Arabia alone accounted for 50 per cent of the total amount 
(!^ 8,23 billion) followed by Iraq 26% per cent of total amount 
(^  3,28 billion) and Iran about 13 per cent of total amount 
($ 2,17 billion). The heavy purchase of arms by Iran and Iraq 
was the result of a contest or struggle between them during 
the war. Both the countries changed their suppliers in 1985, 
Iran was obtaining or purchasing more than 90 percent of its 
arms from China and Iraq's main suppliers were Egypt and France. 
Argentina had the contracts from both the sides and supplied 
100 TAM tanks to Iran and 20 lA 58 Pucara close support aircraft 
to Iraq. As well as Saudi Arabia's arms purchasing is concerned 
there weretwo main factors behind it. Firstly to save Itself 
and Saudi dominated Gulf cooperation council member states 
from any fallout which can be happened as a after reaction of 
war. The biggest deal of 1985 was the Saudi Arabia's deal 
of interdiction strike aircraft having a cost of ^ 5.5 billion. 
Saudi Arabia's deal with U.S. Worth of i 1.7 billion was for 
full training purpose as well as for building Infrastructure 
facilities. Secondly, Saudi Arabia's rapid arms purchasing 
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process can also be attributed to its keen interest to make 
good relations with arms suppliers in the name of regime's 
security and also to become an active member of the process 
which was started from Iranian revolution of 1978-79. 
As far as Soviet Union is concerned data shows that 
1 
it had no big deal with the third world countries during 1985. 
About 213 arms deals were signed by the third world countries 
during 1985 but only 9 deals were in the hands of Soviet Union. 
According to the data available United Kingdom was rhe biggest 
arms supplier to the third world countries as well as year of 
1985 is concerned. Out of $ 22.95 billion contracts by the 
third world arms importers, Britain had got only 7.73 billion 
contracts. While U.S. and France the deals costing $ 4.85 
billion and | 3,69 billion respectively. 
Outside the socialist bloc, all the major arms suppliers 
were aiming at the West Asian arms market as they did during 
1984. The main cause behind West Asian arms market's impor-
tance was the continuous war between Iran and Iraq and the 
Saudia Arabia's aim of modernization of its Security forces. 
1. Ibid. 
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United Kingdom, United States, France, China, Brazil had con-
tracted one or more deals with the three major buyers, Saudi 
Arabia, Iraq and Iran. Brazil had 95 per cent of it deals 
with Saudi Arabia and U.K.'s 75 per cent of Its deals were with 
1 
the three major buyers, 
According to data available among the major weapons ; 
supplies^ in 1985 the top rank was hold by alrcrafts. In all 
types of weapons except APC's and sub-marines, supplied to the 
third world. West Asia was hold top position followed by East 
Asia, As well as arm acquisition trend is concerned, it was 
continued in 1985 and West Asia was holding top position as it 
had before. Having ohly 5 per cent of the total third world 
population. West Asian region was spending about 35 per cent of 
total defence expenditures and still dominatinating in the 
field of arms acquisition, Saudi Arabia, Iran and Iraq having 
887,000 are acquiring arms worth over $ 14 billion in one year. 
The only marginal downfall occured in 1985 as compared to 1984 
was 4 per cent {18% to 74%). About 77 new contracts are under 
negotiation which will be valued over $ 11.5 bullion shows that 
the during 1986 the share of West Asia will reach upto 84 
per cent. 
1. Ibid., pp, 437-38, 
C O N C L U S I O N 
Arms proliferation has become an important instrument 
of international power and diplomacy, as it encompasses arms 
transfers, arms aid and arms supplies. The ambiguous nature 
of arms transfers makes it difficult to define the exact 
nature of all these terms. The demand and supply of weapons 
is influenced by national and international compulsions. 
Decision makers in many of the Third World countries believe 
that arming for security is a major option available to them. 
The perception of threat is a vital element of consideration 
in the recipient's calculation to acquire arms. 
Arms Proliferation takes place through different ways. 
Sale of Arms is a licensed sale of weapons with or without 
conditions. Arms are also supplied to bloc or alliance members 
to strengthen the alliance structure. Surplus'-or obsolescent 
weapons are also re-sold. Pre-emptive selling is resorted to 
maintain an equilibrium within a given region and to prevent 
the development of an advantageous position of a rival power. 
Arms are sold through private suppliers, and are acquired 
through contraband or stalen shipments. Arms aid is another 
mode of arms transfer which involves transer of resources 
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weapons, technology and finances. Large scale arms transfer 
through various assistance programmes are often funded by 
suppliers. Military grants, supply of arms on credits and 
subsidies or sale of arms at discount prices, reduce the 
burden of the purchasing country. Economic aid is often given 
to the recipient country which helps the latter by releasing 
domestic resources for buying military nardware and it is 
sometimes extended to military oriein-^ d infrastructural 
projects, 
International and regional environment affect the 
nature of arms proliferation. This has a direct influence 
upon the decision of the suppliers. The demography and geo-
graphy of the recipient country are as important as the poli-
tical, economic and strategic considerations. Economic consi-
derations are also important for the suppliers, that is, 
economic costs of sale and aid, trade deficit, surplus arms 
available for transfer, rate of development of new and more 
sophisticated weapons and its programme of Research and Deve-
lopment. Arms transfers reinforce the hegemony of the supplier 
nation, as it is an instrument for pre-empting markets, for 
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spreading and maintaining influence of the dominant supplier 
and for furthering relations with countries of vital interests, 
A recipient country's dependence on the supplier nation ma)«es 
it vulnerable to political manoeuvres of the latter, 
As far as Indian Ocean is concerned the geo-political 
and geo-strategic imperatives create little confidence in this 
area remaining a zone of peace. There is the increasing 
possibility of Indian Ocean being made into a zone of conflict 
and confrontation. Arms proliferation in this region, being 
a system of the perception of insecurity, is not just the 
outcome of this situation but it is also cause of this. The 
massive proliferations of arms in this region has all along 
nullified afforts like a zone and peace proposal or non-
nucleanization of Indian Ocean, 
During the last decade, the Indian Ocean region has 
witnessed an unprecendented arms race. There has been a tremen-
dous Inflow of arms into this region from the countries who 
have an interventionist capability and are opposed to the 
concept of Peace Zone, There is a cor-responding ability of 
the supplier countries to regulate the recipient states 
security,In accordance with the global trend, this region has 
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also shown a continuous increase in defence expenditure. More 
than 75% of the defence expenditure in this region is 
incurred oy 9 countries including India and Pakistan. 
lii many of the Indian Ocean countries, ruling elite is 
susceptible to purchase arras and equipment in return for the 
guarantee to protect the regimes from external threats. There 
is a mutuality of interest between such countries and the West, 
Much of the oil exploration was done by the West in these 
countries and a special relationship had evolved between the 
elite of the two. The arras transfer relationship created 
strong bonds between the military establishments of these 
countries and the West, which was transformed into intimate 
political relationship. Events like Egyptian-Iraqi-Syrian-
Yeman revolutions, and their close relations with the socialist 
bloc, were looked upon by different monarchies as a threat, 
and the obvious choice as protector was the West, 
The arms suppliers' willingness to supply these coun-
tries highly sophisticated arms was a low-risk proposition. 
None of the oil producing countries are in a position to 
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maintain and exploit these arms adSquatexy. In such a situa-
tion, the recipient country is dependent on supplier even for 
the maintenance of the equipment. Simultaneously, the process 
of modernisation initiated by these countries have devotailed 
their economies to the West, and the former's enormous balan-
ces are recirculated in the Western monetary systems. 
This proxy-client relationship has to be viewed in the 
background of the West's growing need to ensure access to raw 
materials and markets. For a major inter-ventionary move in 
this region, the acquiesence and even active connivance of 
countries in the region is absolutely essential. Massive arms 
supplies are meant to achieve precisely that. 
The reason and nature of arms proliferation in this 
region can be explained in this framework. Itie countries which 
have these resources are to be provided security and political 
stability; and the suppliers must protect their ability to 
police the sea laves over which their imports and exports 
flow, 
To achieve that, Indian Ocean nas been turned into a 
Zone of confrontation, 
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